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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 January 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-26 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [X] Claim(s) 1-26 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to, 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to applicant's application serial no. 09/761,374 
filed on 1/16/2001. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The ";' at the end of the claim appears to be a typographical error. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 

— granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 

applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2, 7, 10-11, 16, 19-20, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Tsumpes (U.S. Patent No. 6,643,355). 

In respect to claim 1 , Tsumpes discloses in a network system including a server 
system and a client system, wherein the server system monitors the occurrence of 
events, sends notification to the client system after one of the monitored events occurs, 
a method for efficiently notifying the client system of the occurrence of a monitored 
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event, so as to provide notification in a manner preserving the processing capacity of 
the server system and the client system, and preserving bandwidth on the network 
system, the method comprising (e.g. Abstract and col. 3, line 1-col. 4, line 25): 

an act of the client system sending request to the server system, wherein the 
request is that the server system transmit a packet of data to the client system using a 
connectionless protocol; an act of the client system attempting to receive a packet of 
data from the server system, wherein the packet of data is sent using a connectionless 
protocol (e.g. col. 6, lines 10-58); 

an act of the client system requesting that notifications be sent, using the 
connectionless protocol, if the attempt to receive the packet of data is successful; an act 
of the client system requesting that notifications be sent using a connection-oriented 
protocol, if the attempt to receive the packet of data is not successful (e.g. col. 8, lines 
25-33). 

In respect to claim 2, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited in claim 1, 
wherein the act of the client system requesting notifications be sent using a connection- 
oriented protocol, further comprises an act of the client system attempting to establish a 
connection to the server system using the connection-oriented protocol (e.g. col. 6, lines 
10-58). 

In respect to claim 7, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited in claim 1 , 
wherein the act of the client system requesting that notifications be sent using the 
connectionless protocol comprises an act of making an express request that 
notifications be sent using the connectionless protocol (e.g. col. 6, lines 10-58). 
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In respect to claims 10-11,16 and 20-21, the claim limitations are substantially 
similar to claims 1-2 and 7. Therefore, claims 10-11, 16 and 20-21 are rejected based 
the similar rationale. 

In respect to claim 19, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited to claim 10, 
wherein the step for the client system to determine if communication can be received 
from the server system using the connectionless protocol comprises the following: an 
act of the client system sending a request to the server system, wherein the request is 
that the server system transmit a packet of data to the client system using a 
connectionless protocol; and an action of the client system attempting to receive a 
packet of data from the server system, wherein the packet of data is sent using a 
connectionless protocol (e.g. col. 6, lines 10-58). 

In respect to claim 26, Tsumpes discloses the computer product as recited in 
claim 20, wherein the computer-readable medium comprises one or more physical 
storage media (e.g. col. 5, lines 47-54). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 3-4, 12-13 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsumpes (U.S. Patent No. 6,643,355) in view of Carlson (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,697,849). 

In respect to claim 3, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited in claim 2, 
Tsumpes does not discloses but Carlson discloses an act of the client system polling 
the server system at time intervals to check for data associated with the occurrence of 
events; and an act of the client system requesting the data associated with occurrence 
of events be transmitted to the client system (e.g. col. 17, lines 10-30). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine Carlson's method for responding to client requests withTsumpes' method for 
responding to requested notifications to gain the advantage of constant dynamic 
monitoring of events which provides the client with real-time reports of collected 
information (Carlson, col. 3, line 66-col. 4, line 17). This real-time reporting gives the 
client the chance to quickly respond to an event. 

In respect to claim 4, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited in claim 1 . 
Tsumpes does not disclose but Carlson discloses wherein the attempt to receive the 
packet of data is not successful if the packet of data is not received within a pre- 
specified period of time (Carlson, col. 16, lines 50-63). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Carlson's specified period of time allowed to receive the 
packet of data with the teaching of Tsumpes for notifying the subscriber when monitored 
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events occur to prevent waiting for a response that will never come (Carlson, col. 16, 
lines 60-63). 

In respect to claims 12-13 and 22-23, the claim limitations are substantially 
similar to claims 3 and 4. Therefore, claims 12-13 and 22-23 are rejected based on the 
similar rationale. 

5. Claims 5-6, 14-15 and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsumpes (U.S. Patent No. 6,643,355) in view of Wesley (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,076,114). 

In respect to claims 5 and 6, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited in claim 1 . 
Tsumpes does not disclose but Wesley discloses wherein the connection protocol is 
TCP and the connectionless protocol is the User Datagram Protocol (e.g. col. 4, lines 
10-31 ). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate Wesley's teaching of using TCP for wired 
protocol and UDP for wireless protocol with Tsumpes' teaching of notifying the 
subscriber when monitored events occur because TCP performs better in wired network 
and UDP performs better in wireless network (Wesley, col. 4, lines 10-12). 

In respect to claims 1 4-1 5 and 24-25, the claim limitations are substantially 
similar to claims 5 and 6. Therefore, claims 14-15 and 24-25 are rejected based on the 
similar rationale. 
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6. Claims 8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsumpes (U.S. Patent No. 6,643,355) in view of Schillaci et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,703,929). 

In respect to claim 8, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited in claim 1 . 
Tsumpes does not disclose but Schillaci discloses the server is configured to, by 
default, send notification using a connectionless protocol absent any instruction to 
contrary (e.g. Abstract and col. 5, lines 1-16). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Schillaci's 
teaching of using wireless communication as default with Tsumpes' teaching of notifying 
subscriber when monitored events occur for the benefit of encountering emergency 
situation when there is power failure. 

In respect to claim 17, the claim limitation is substantially similar to claim 8. 
Therefore, claim 17 is rejected based on the similar rationale. 



7. Claims 9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsumpes (U.S. Patent No. 6,643,355) in view of Holmes (U.S. Patent No. 6,334,056). 

In respect to claim 9, Tsumpes discloses the method as recited in claim 1 . 
Tsumpes does not disclose but Holmes discloses wherein the client system resides in a 
private network protected by a firewall, wherein communications using the 
connectionless protocol are blocked by the firewall from entering the private network 
(e.g. col. 5, lines 3-12). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Holmes to protect the 
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private network by the firewall from unknown wireless service provider with Tsumpes' 
teaching of notifying subscriber when monitored events occur to protect the network 
within the intranet (Holmes, col. 5, lines 10-12). 

In respect to claim 18, the claim limitation is substantially similar to claim 9. 
Therefore, claim 18 is rejected based on the similar rationale. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

-Montague discloses direct dispatcherless automatic vehicle-to-vehicle and non- 
vehicle to vehicle police/emergency medical service notification system for life 
threatening accidents, hijackings, thefts and medical emergencies. 

-Arneson et al. Disclose event notification system and method. 

-Urban et al. Disclose method and apparatus for transportation of data over a 
managed wireless network using unique communication protocol. 

-Moon discloses reducing data loss during cell handoffs. 

-Method, computer program product, and system for deriving web transaction 
performance metrics. 

-Ray et al. Discloses system and method for sending a short message containing 
purchase information to a destination terminal. 

-Zellner et al. Disclose anonymous location service for wireless networks. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tongoc Tran whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
7690. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory A. Morse can be reached on (703) 308-4789. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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